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REMARKS 

Upon entry of the present paper the Claims under consideration remain 1- 
16 and 25-26. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the rejections of the 
Detailed Action dated 22 March 2004 based upon the following remarks. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 102 

Per paragraph 8 of the Detailed Action, Claims 1-16 and 25-26 stand 
rejected as anticipated by PCT publication no. WO 00/37723 (hereinafter "Clark"). 
Applicants respectfiiUy traverse these rejections and request reconsideration based on the 
following remarks. 

Applicants believe Clark is incorrectly characterized by the Detailed 
Action, at page 3, line 4 as disclosing: "that the fiber strands have an elastic core and 
adhesive surfaces that bond the first and second facing webs as per instant claim (sic) 
(see pages 3-4)." 

Generally, Applicants were provided a copy of Clark with the Detailed 
Action which was not entirely legible and was taken fi-om esp@cenet in a "description 
view" which only generally corresponds to the pagination of the actual reference (as 
submitted by Applicants in their Second Information Disclosure Statement). Applicants 
therefore refer to the format of the actual reference as published and enclose another copy 
of the reference for the Examiner's edification. 

Applicants' have thoroughly reviewed the Clark reference and respectfiilly 
submit that the reference does not support a § 102 rejection. It is respectfully submitted 
that the Detailed Action has merely isolated certain elements of the claims without 
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viewing *e invention as a who.e in n,a«ng *e present rejeotioa Wi*out i„.pUoation as 
«. «,e meaning or b^d* of c,ain,s in the Oa* reference, after carefir, s^dy of Clark, 
Applicants do no. believe ,bat the reference teacbes the present invention as a whole. 

Applicants respectfully point to at least limitations c) and d) of each of 
independent Claims 1, 2. and 16. (and similarly, the method limitations c)-e) of Claim 26) 
wherein it is required that a laminate of the present invention have: 

e) a plurality of thermoplastic elastomeric fibers (or 
-fiber strands" as in Claim 1) lo'cated bVeen the first ftcing web and the second 
feeing web; and ,he fibers (or "fiber strands" as in Claim 1) having 

fibers to create the elastic laminate. 

Clatk shows a laminate with two spunbond outer facings and a 
^ulticomponent meltblown layer *erebetween. The illustrated mode of Clark for 
honding is point bonding the Uminate (see 18. line 1). While the use of "additional 
bonding processes" is mentioned (page 15. line 12). no special teaching consistent wtth 
fl.e present invention is set forth which would direct the person having ordinary ski., m 
the art to practice tiie present invention as a whole. 

While Clark might generally mention elastomer fibers having adhesive 
components in one paragraph, as at page 5, line 23. Clark does not teach or suggest tite 
claimed invention «^ acconiing to the present claims whe«in the elastomenc 
fibers have an eUstic core and sufficiently adhesive surfaces to bond two outer layers 
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^ adh^ion.' The ™u.«nent meUblown flaxen. be^»ee„ *e 

^^.^ elasti. cored and adhesive surfaced to ,he poin. of being useM as an ela^c 
eleven, layer supponing^adhesion of U.eia.ina.e.Toderivesuchaoons«uc«on 

from Clalk requires impermissible hindsight. 

Nor does Clark particularly address the problems or claimed solutions of 

the present invention. 

For example, at page 2, line 17 of the specification: 

to their '-^^^-\^^^;:J^Z^J^,a^^n..s^otr«eU 

';^roL"rr;tc:rc:u 

problems as well as loss of cloth like feel. 
And at page 4, line 6 of the specification: 

He^tofore. no one is beheved to ^ — *:'^it:r:g 

S^SSt to work with in a practical manu&ctunng sethng. 


^ as in the point bonding of Clark 
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AS is clear fton, *e above, C.a* does no. anticipate flte independent 
Cain, of the present invention. Consequently aU other Caints under consideration, as 
.e^dentd,eref.n„a«aisonotan.icipated. .ppUcants tHerefore respect.,. re<,ues. 
that all of the present rejections be withdrawn. 

specifically with respect to certain statements of *e Detailed Actton, 

^.Hydep.Uedn,e,.b,ownf.bers(as described in the referencCeouates to theclatnted 

as set forth a pase 6 of the specification and further note that the bondins of 
preset claints involves two facins webs and not an auto^enousbondins as citedby 

.eOetailedAction. Applicants .rthernotethatthereasonsfortherejectionsofClatn-s 

, U .4 and .5 are no. specifically addressed. Applicants respectfully request that ,f 
..p^seltr^ectionsare— ed,theO«iceissueanon-finalO«iceAc«onclanfyin. 
,e intent and the basis ofthese rejections in order that Applicantsbe^ventherisht to 

fairiy respond. 

por all the foregoing reasons, all Clain.s under consideration are bel.eved 
...eallowableover the artofre«,r.Ano.ice.othat effect iseamestly solicited. 
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p^q»>>gt For Telephonic Interview 
Clearly, there are differences between the present invention and the cited 
reference(s) involving patentable subject matter. These differences are believed by the 
Applicants to be properly defined in the present Claims. The Examiner is requested to 
call Applicants' attorney (per the provisions of M.P.E.P. § 713) to discuss any further 
problems or suggest solutions in defining the present invention in order to expedite the 
case towards allowance before issuing a final Office Action. 
Favorable consideration is requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Roland W. Norris 
Registration No. 32,799 


Pauley Petersen & Erickson 

2800 West Higgins Road; Suite 365 

Hoffman Estates, Illinois 60195 

TEL (847) 490-1400 

FAX (847) 490-1403 

morris@ppelaw.com 
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